In recent years there has been a marked stress on the creative role of the Deuteronomists within the Old Testament, such that one might perhaps speak of the danger of pan-Deuteronomism in some circles. One symptom of this has been the influential work of L. Perlitt entitled Bundestheologie im Alten Testament (Neukirchen-Vluyn, 1969) , which claims that the whole notion of covenant as a way of speaking about the relationship between Yahweh and Israel was an invention of the Deuteronomists. This, like a number of other trends in recent Old Testament study, is something of a return to the position of J. Wellhausen and others in the 19th century. In the form represented by Perlitt I submit that this trend has gone too far. It is not the intention of this article, however, to discuss every possible pre-Deuteronomic reference to covenant in the Old Testament. In particular, I shall avoid discussion of the Pentateuchal passages traditionally ascribed to J and E (Ex. xix 5, xxiv 7-8, xxxiv 10, 27-8), the date of the former and the existence of the latter of these sources being a subject of considerable controversy at the present time, although it is my conviction that there is pre-Deuteronomic material here too. Rather I wish to focus attention on some passages in Hosea (vi 7, viii 1) and Ps. lxxviii (10 and 37). In both sets, I shall argue, a good case can be made for their antedating the Deuteronomists.
If so, whatever the importance of the Deuteronomic school in elaborating the covenant theology, it is a mistake to suppose that they simply created it out of nothing' and that there was no precedent for speaking of Yahweh's relation with Israel as a covenant. followers, and the existence of the words 'adam ``dirt" and šiim . , '10' , in Biblical Hebrew is highly dubious.
It is a pity that McCarthy followed this rather eccentric rendering of Hos. vi 7 in his otherwise perceptive article, since it prevented him from noting an important piece of evidence against the view that covenant was a Deuteronomic creation. He noted that Hos. viii 1 is obscure and therefore unlikely to be a Deuteronomic addi-
